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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office, action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8-21 and 24-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Tracey et al. 

Tracy et al. teach a method of testing comprising: defining a process to be tested 
(Claims 1,19 and 32: see Figure 15: Steps 1503 and 1504); identifying a plurality of 
risks associated with the process (Claims 1,19 and 32: see paragraph 69); quantifying 
each of the risks with a risk value (Claims 1, 19 and 32: see paragraph 70); defining a 
test plan for the process, the test plan including a number of test cases (Claims 1,19 
and 32: see paragraph 76), wherein testing of the test cases is prioritized based on the 
risk vaiue (Claims 1,19 and 32: see paragraph 66, 69 and 70); and executing the test 
plan (Claims 1,19 and 32: see paragraph 239). 

Tracy et al. teach a method wherein the process is executed at least in part by an 
automated system (Claim 2: see paragraph 239). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising: identifying at least one failure of 
the process based on executing the test plan (Claim 3: see paragraph 70); and 
modifying the process based on the at least one failure (Claim 3: see paragraph 68). 
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Tracy et al. teach method wherein the step of quantifying each of the risks with a 
risk value comprises: assuring a value for (1 ) the likelihood of the failure occurring 
(Claim 4: see paragraph 68), (2) the severity of the effect of the failure on the process 
being tested (Claim 4: see paragraph 70), and (3) the likelihood that the failure would be 
detected before it impacted another part of the process (Claim 4: see paragraph 70); 
and multiplying the values together to calculate the risk value (Claims 4 and 20: see 
paragraph 69 and paragraph 124). 

Tracy et al. teach a method wherein each of the test cases comprises a set of 
conditions (Claims 5 and 21: see paragraph 70). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising the step of categorizing the test 
cases based on a relative complexity of the test cases (Claims 8 and 24: see paragraph 
64). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising identifying at least one core test 
case, the core test case comprising conditions that test basic functionality of the 
process (Claims 9 and 25: see paragraph 72). 

Tracy et al. teach a method wherein the test cases are defined, in part by forming 
a matrix with test cases listed along a first axis and risks listed along a second axis 
(Claims 10 and 26: see Figure 5A). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising designing at least a portion of the 
test cases to each test a plurality of risks so as to reduce the number of test cases 
needed to test all of the risks (Claims 1 1 and 27: see paragraph 80). 
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Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising recording the definition of each 
test case to enable the testing of the test cases to be reproduced at a later time (Claims 
12 and 28: see paragraph 87). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising: executing a first set of test cases 
on a first version of the process, the first set of test cases testing a basic functionality of 
the first version of the process; and thereafter simultaneously (a) executing a second 
set of test cases on the first version of the process, the second set of test cases testing 
additional functionality of the process, and (b) executing a first set of test cases on a 
second version of the process, the first set of test cases testing a basic functionality of 
the second version of the process (Claims 13 and 29: see paragraph 72). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising recording errors in the process in 
a standardized format (Claims 14 and 30: see paragraphs 66 and 87). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising correcting the errors in an order 
based on a severity level of the errors (Claims 1 5 and 31 : see 70). 

Tracy et al. teach a method wherein the step of executing the test plan 
comprises: simultaneously testing a predetermined number of test cases on a model 
system to assess a capacity of the model system; and estimating a capacity of a 
production system to handle a number of test cases based on the number of test cases 
tested in the model system and the relative capacity of the production system with 
respect to the model system (Claim 16: see Figures 3 and 4). 
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Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising simultaneously testing a single 
sub-process comprising a portion of process with a plurality of test cases (Claim 17: see 
paragraph 66). 

Tracy et al. teach a method further comprising flow testing a plurality of test 
cases.through the entire process (Claim 18: see paragraph 67). 

Tracy et al. teach an article further comprising computer readable program code 
means for causing the computer to generate a report identifying a pass/fail status for 
each test case (Claim 33: see paragraph 191). 

Tracy et al. teach an article further comprising computer readable program code 
means for causing the computer to receive and store data identifying errors in the 
process or the system (Claim 34: see paragraph 87). 

Tracy et al. teach an article further comprising computer readable program code 
means for causing the computer to generate a report identifying a status of the errors 
(Claim 35: see paragraph 1 91 ). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 6, 7, 22 and 23 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Contact Information 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward Raymond whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2221. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc Hoff can be reached on 571-272-2216. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 57^-272-1 OOf). S) \ 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2857 
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